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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 13, line 3, "the input" lacks antecedent basis. 
Claim 14, line 3, "the output" lacks antecedent basis. 

3. A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls within the 
broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since the resulting claim 
does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent protection desired. See MPEP § 

2 1 73.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex 
parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is 
followed by "such as" and then narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim 
indefinite by raising a question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is 
(a) merely exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and£x parte Hasche, 
86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 12 recites the broad recitation 
joining tools, and the claim also recites welding tools which is the narrower statement of the 
range/limitation. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 1-3, 6-9 and 1 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Dunne et al. (U.S. Patent 3654616). 

Dunne et al. disclose Regarding Claim(s) 1 .6-9 and 1 2, A process for machining and/or 
joining workpieces in the manufacture of body shells, the process comprising the steps of: 
conveying the workpieces using a conveyor (20) along a transfer line and machining the 
workpieces using a plurality of stationarily arranged, multiaxial robots (24), wherein the 
workpieces (22) are conveyed continuously and machined by the robots during the forward 
movement synchronizing the movements of the robots along the axes with the conveying 
movement; and detecting the movement and the position of the workpieces with a sensor 
system with the detection being reported to a control system, which controls the conveyors and 
the robots (Figs 1 and 2; Abstract); Regarding Claim(s) 2 and 3, A machining plant, and/or 
joining plant, for the manufacture of body shells, the plant comprising: a conveyor for the 
workpieces; a plurality of multiaxial robots arranged stationarily along the transfer line, 
wherein the 

conveyor is designed as a continuously operating conveyor and the movements of 
the robots along axes of the robots can be synchronized with the conveying 
movement for machining the moving workpieces; a sensor system for detecting 
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the movement and the position of the workpieces; and a control system, to 

which the conveyors, the sensor system and the robots are connected (Figs 1 and 2; Abstract); 

Regarding Claim(s) 15 and 16, A joining plant, for the manufacture of vehicle body shells, the 

plant comprising: a plurality of multiaxial industrial robots; a conveyor means for 

conveying the workpieces along a transfer line along which the robots are 

positioned, with a continuously operating conveying section, the conveyor 

means being synchronized with movements of the robots for machining the moving 

workpieces; a sensor system for detecting the movement and the position of the 

workpieces; and a control system controlling the continuously operating 

conveyor with movements of the robots, the control system being connected to 

the conveyor means, the sensor system and the robots (figs 1 and 2; Abstract). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 4 , 5 and 17are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dunne 
etal. (U.S. Patent 3654616). 

Dunne et al. teach the limitation except the machining plat has a monitoring system has 
one or more means for optical imaging and evaluation. 

But the step of utilizing a monitoring system has one or more means for optical imaging 
and evaluation is well known in the art so It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
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the art at the time of the invention was made to utilize the known step on the method of Dunne 
et al. so as to control the operation more efficiently. 

8. Claims 11,13,14 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dunne et al. (U.S. Patent 3654616). 

Dunne et al. teach the limitation except the tools are arranged and clamped on carriers ; 
the machining plant has a loading, clamping and checking station at the input; and the 
machining plant has a checking and unloading station at the output. 

But the tools are arranged and clamped on carriers ; the machining plant has a loading, 
clamping and checking station at the input; and the machining plant has a checking and 
unloading station at the output are well known in the art and utilizing these known methods on 
the method of Dunne et al. so as to manage the process effectively. 

9. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dunne et al. in 
view of Galli (U.S. Patent 5584326). 

Dunne et al. teach the limitation except the conveyor has a plurality of the conveying 
sections with independent drives connected to the control system. 

Galli teaches the conveyor has a plurality of the conveying sections with independent 
drives connected to the control system (col. 5, lines 49-51). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to utilize the conveyor has a plurality of the conveying sections with independent 
drives connected to the control system, as taught by Galli on the plant of Dunne et al. so as to 
control the movement of the workpiece on the conveyor. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOHN C. HONG whose telephone number is 571-272-4529. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00-17:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, DAVID BRYANT can be reached on 571-272-4526. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/JOHN C HONG/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3726 
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